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Abstract

This paper focuses on analyzing the scale efficiency of farmers’ dry fruit economic forest production
in Shandong Province. It explores the changes in input-output efficiency of farmers’ economic forests
due to scale operation, that is, the increase or decrease of production and the changes in their in-
put-output ratios caused by the scale inputs of various production factors (e.g. forest land, capital,
and labor) in the process of production and operation of farmers’ economic forests, in order to test
the status of scale efficiency of the production of farmers’ economic forests in Shandong Province.
The production function is used to measure the scale efficiency of farmers’ dry fruit economic for-
est products at the micro level, so as to provide a reference for relevant management.
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1. 518

FURE AR I el T B AR A8 Ak 5 RS B AR P2 SR AR AL o FIRE AR 2 — R R HB A AE 77 1 R o o T A g 44
I R AT IR, XA “HMEE5” o (BREA SRS, Wfeh T T XS 8uUs Bk
B OEHKCPR T &R, RIMSE AL E o KL, MR ERY TEEREL B, R
PEAY T B FAS, G IR R — B B AR S5 40T, LA Ah A = S K sz
A HE H DLIA B B A 478 R 2 S 51
2. HRIRHIE
2.1 MAFHEFERHER

RIGL G 2R E P S RIS, AR IBER KT, RNER G HE R AT B O H
2R AR BT, fFEEBFEN, W AR R 3 B M A E RS R (C-D £ %) . BRetE
2t 77 R B (CES) R o B (Translog) 4= 7= B2 . Horh, C-D A B B A n gk, S3s 718,
TS U SRR TE, AEARM ARG B MR AR 2 N1 [2]. HE, AHFFRESE 7 H M C-D
R, EAEA T

Y=o XX X )

A, YRE M, X, Xy, oo, X AR AL H RN
HiF C-D £/ AR IR HOE 2, ARSI LU BURRMT, I AT AR, i [ 3 Kedl, 7551
InY =Ingy+ S In X, + 6, In X, +---+ B, In X, (2

A B(1=12,3 k) NE T MRNERIAEHE, B NHIRE.
2.2. INHRHLRTFALIEIREUIRN FE H A P R HR

EEMBEEZ G, RPEENRMBIIAE N AR 2 W EE B0, s, A
RE R HE MR A o PRI, 70 A AR 7 0 0 PRt R 280 2 (K S Wi DR RIS 1 56 25 RS A N bR 3 40 1 A
PR3] [4] [5]. 1HZ, MRIEETFAHRNT HEIR, AR A RE S E N — MINR R, 28 R
KRB ANFFAL SR bR 5 B R ALK, R B = +x,LnQ, Jith Q AR ATy I, X
R EALTE L -
¥ g AP
INY =Ing, + (e +7LnQ)In X, +(a, +7,LnQ)In X, +---+ (e +7,INQ)In X,

3
=lna,+Y . InX, +> 7, INQ InX, @)

DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2023.1312151 1109 Lol


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2023.1312151
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

B
»

IS AR 3 A <
Zﬂ =20!i+27i InQ, 4)

PLH (2) 305 (3) 3 S AL 8 2R B mT R 20 5 ARt 40 e e o 28 AR A 7 AR 880 2 7 A= Y Wi g
Dovie FTL, SRR FEEE SRR Dy > 0, MU IR A REAG FE bR U 22 B L 2 AR
PRREINIE, AR Yy <0, WCAMMBARREAL T b U2 T Je 2 R AR 7= R i R 4 6]

gity ERBER S HOEAL, IABENLIRZIT, @AV FPTRAN C-D A s, AR IF:

InY, =g, +a,InX,+a,InX, +a,In X, + 4, InQ, In X, + 5, InQ, In X, + £, InQ, In X, +y,Z, + 14 (5)

Hrb, Y RRE | MR EELGFMIEER T EKg): X, BaRFmal TN, BUR SR EAE
PR R T REBEA T CRBIH T, W25 TREAC A TSP 5T s 4 TR () X, RoRBEA
BN, BIRE, k. BEREEFEMAE SRR AN RS RACA, BRFEEARTH. RGBT,
WU IRAE 25 F L EBE R FH AR (U)X, R ARP R BESEbrd: REE A VRt A A (hm? ) Q
NEE | MR EER TSI, RERETARMARRE: Z, AT AR 7 5= H AR
B, WP EFER. ZHEEE. WA o NEEPLIRZET.

RWFAAE LIRFF TR -, BP0 BIR AT TH R, Ry, AR &5 bRl T A bk
A FEAG TR AR S B RS IR sy, A B AR P R AR B T I AR B A8 A0 F8 AR 55 5 | B2 1T 38 4
FEE, t OANTIE. RAESRRE . VFEHRSE AT, (£ C-D A/ REERAN T Hd, AW HS
HACRAEIE AR R (EKE . VEH, 2015) [7]:

Yie = ok + ol + @y (6)

X o NFEEOR: o v o, WHINBEA TR IBANMFEREG o N BB R S WK
THAAE BRI TR A HACE, WRTARYE LRy, /y, o BVRT o i LE R RIOY RE A A 7 2R 4
NG EI R o AT TT R A B 5 B S5 PR AR A AR A 51 A [R] 22 50 WK™t U R AR 1
PRI, e B AR th R At A 7 B BN AR MBS KT A SR AT T BIRBERCR , X B AW TR — a0
M

3. IRBET B RS Hr
3.1 EHRIESE

XoF L AR AR AR P B RS AR PR AR R R AT A T, AR SR R P KR k. REEARAEN Y
MPEEAEN AR E, DURPEEERE, Bk, BRSBTS TE. BARNH. #
FE TR (M) S5 A = E R AR RN &, BBILARE R KR, bk REESE 25 AE = 1 B AR N 7=
FebrfAR &[8] [9] [10].

32. FETEMGIHH

LB MR AT R BN A2 8 T RORBIN T 2 TR R R A, A7 6 B DR P 2R A Y
KA, bk BOERRHRN RO 5, 18 510 MEEREAY, GREAN 502 11, BAARIRAES T
HHE TR .

1) RKEZAF S

RABN I E G TRk 1.
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Table 1. Jujube input-output statistics
=1L KEEAZHG

ZE LA ¥E PrEE &/MA BAH
KA (Y) kg 8015.7 7572.7 0 50,000
55 B JIE BN (X) T 746 60.9 1 494.0
BRI (X,) G 14718.8 70228.4 1 1,013,000
L AR (X3) hm2 0.35 421 0.067 40
R AL (Q) hmz/E 0.07 0.4 0.067 0.45

M LATEAE AT A BOR S RAT, E RRE RA SR8 08 7 08 8015.7 kg £
G RERIHE ST BN S IIBNN 74.6 L, SE T EIRABNEHUN 14718.8 7, ' HIMHEEA )y 0.35 hm2,
MR B BB HEZERE, —HZHZERR, Rk,

2) BARBA Gt
BRI i B G Es ek 2 s

Table 2. Walnut input-output statistics
2. BN RS

BEH Fpr
Bk (Y) kg
S E IR (Xy) L
ARSI (X,) Jt
L AR (X5) hm2
MRHAREAL(Q) hma/
SEHLZRA(Z,) 1=14f; 2= ; 3= %
R (Z,) 2

#E
10079.7
47.8
11504.9
27.57
0.13
2.3
43.4

2.6

i
24879.7
39.2
19635.8
652.2
23
0.6
9.9

1.0

B/ME BAME
5 150,000
7 240
59 150,000
0.1 240
0.067 1.07
1 3
29 67
1 5

M2 MGETH A R AT VR Y, T A R S 20 T, bk B AR 4R 45 5 7 80 10079.7
kgo HERJEBEFE ST 20 ST 47.8 T, P BEARAEHTN 11504.9 78, P EME AR )y 27.57

2

hm*,
3) EBAFZH LT
BRSO A G 5 Wk 3 A .

Table 3. Chestnut input-output statistics
# 3. WEBAZ RS

BEY =LA BE PrifEE B/ME BRE
BRI~ 5 (Y) kg 1905.3 2302 1.0 15,000
B2 IPAR SO IO T 19.6 15.9 1.0 120
DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2023.1312151 1111 b k=


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2023.1312151

B
»

Continued
ARSI N (X,) gt 2656.0 3038 1 17,000
M A (X3) hm? 13.77 200.3 0.067 60
M 4HEAL(Q) hm2/ 0.067 0 0.067 0.067
S SRR (Z,) 1=t 2= ; 3= & 1.9 0.6 1 3
R (Z,) % 47.8 12.6 22 70
PrEgEREe) Lo DT 2= M 3= 18 0.7 1 3

4= K, 5= RELULESD

MF 3 MG R AT LA W, £ HETE SR ST F T, SO R 5 41 8 50 1905.3
kgo RGBT 30 77 P HIBEN 19.6 T, 4P BEAB NG HUN 2656 70, /7 HFME I Y 13.77 hm?,

4. RBENGERE 5

KH Stata 14.0 SHERLHEAT ENE 8T, WA In X« In X, In X, FRECNR P A= &E i
FENI . AR MR M InQ InX, v InQ In X, InQ, In X, FTxt B RERE BT Ak Hh g mv Ak 5ot
M2 Tt LGB S 1 R A RVR P MRHB ARG H Dy o IR D > 0, NS B IZ AR Froxf A
G BOR PG TEMAT R IE, RZ, WRY y <0, WIAKZIRFRI AL G5 SR 7 G5 bR A 7= 5
Mg [11] [12].

4.1 RPEFHTREFHERBE S

1) RIS R R ER LT
I P AR R 7 A AR R AR, o, B — R AT LAY C-D A pR A, A TSR AR LR
PRALTEAR Y M C-D A7 s, RAEAL 45 R L 4.

Table 4. Comparison of the regression results of two models of jujube

4 RERMREIEYILER XL

R — i -

g AR PR t1EH g AH PR iR tfE
coef se tstat coef se tstat

InX, 0.074 0.228 0.325 InX, 0.555 0.343 1.619
InX, 0.785%** 0.107 7.333 InX, 0.640%** 0.165 3.888
InX, 0.211 0.227 0.929 InX, 0.181 0.333 0.544
InQ InX, —6.446%** 2.333 -2.763

InQ,InX, 3.120%** 1.135 2.749
InQ In X, -0.614 1.07 -0.574
W 0.133 1.026 0.129 HH -0.042 1.008 -0.042

MEME 209 MEE 209
R? 0.264 R? 0.302

TS 1.346 > -3.94

VE: FEENONRRAELZE, ***p <0.01, **p < 0.05, *p < 0.1,
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M3 4 FTLAE

@© FFENIHNRIFRIE T . AR TR S A g R b, S7 SR RO IE, BT
T, HILBAGEM 1%, KA EHEN 0.074%, HiE, EBRA—FBA BN, 5730 11
NI R XU, H AR I E R, 5580 7RO IR AR I AT, AR
B2 1) MR BEAS B BN K3

@ BRI MIFANE DT £ RAE 2 E R T, BRSNS Mo I, BARTm S,
AR EGER AN EHBREEN 1%, KA BRI 0.785%, FFHBEA BN KA & (520
RN XU H AT DA B AN IL PRl I

@ HHABARFNE BT R E SRR, BN O IE, BRI E, S
BRI 1%, KA BRI 0.211%, (HARXMEHIFAYIE; Wi, FEAXIR - AR
PUISE I A REME A BN R HAT, R E AR RTEM R RN 2 R REE T A
g ISR .

@ KRR LR AKX (O)HITHEIE, Bt B A AR RABRCR Ty 1, 42 [ A
BRI A KA LR AEASR, R B SR ICEEE R0y 09998, /M 1, mTIIARA
RAFE LA 0.685 FISF L FUAE A 0.801, 5 WA P KA A W N a3

2) BABRHIAR R R B R A T

IMAMHEAREAL SRR, X BB R AT e ) C-D A2/ R BUEAT 70, BARBERL I b 2R A%

Table 5. Estimation results of walnut production function model

5. BME T RERBEITER

) A PRAER tfE p fE
R coef se tstat pval
InX, 0.114 0.307 0.372 0.711
InX, 0.702** 0.328 2.136 0.035
InX, 0.266 0.308 0.865 0.389

InQ InX, -0.161 0.564 -0.285 0.776
InQ InX, 0.037 0.485 0.077 0.938
InQIn X, -0.006 0.623 -0.01 0.992

Z, 0.031 0.223 0.138 0.891

Z, -0.019 0.013 -1.428 0.156

Z, 0.027 0.139 0.191 0.849
W 0.95 1.513 0.628 0.531

MEE 116

R? 0.633

AL T E -0.130
R 1.074

T S PONERHER 2, ***p <0.01, **p < 0.05, *p < 0.1.
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H17 5 AT LA

.
%52

Ay

B 57 30 S R th s i g AN B2

@© FFEN NI FER TR fh A g R b, S7 SRR RN IE, S E
HIAR Y 28GR AR 7 157 Bl BN TA BRI 2 N IE o BARTIT 5, H THRAEESE N 1%, £ 0k 454800 0.114%,

@ BRI MIFAIE T AR 2B R, BEAR AT O IE, BT
, VARSI 1%, Ak RSN 0.702%: JF HAr R, XU H TR P AR
AL FR s Ik, FF BT H AT AR AR R A AR EE B A
NI E I

@ AZIEBE AR TR A K, BB R A

L=

@ LHARANRENE M. B E A E ST, SRR MO IE, BN E, REs

3) BB R R BRI

SO 19, REBETS RO 0.266%: 7EBUM EIFR 14 B, BN AL A M B R A
g

BREP- B LB 09 0.9997, KT LR A BERUMIMCEE 0,956, it b

SR, 385 1L B P2 (PR A R R — 0.

PRUESCR 9 1, W SRR 7 B — %
6 NI TG ARG FE ) C-D 2B 7™ eR BB L fili -5
Table 6. Estimation results of chestnut production function model
7 6. IREE R HIEREITER

ZE
A PRAER tfE p fE
g
coef se tstat pval
InX, 0.193 0.176 1.093 0.277
InX, 0.272** 0.121 2.248 0.027
InX, 0.720%** 0.148 4877 0
InQ InX, 0.048 0.71 0.068 0.946
InQ,In X, -0.234 0.332 -0.704 0.483
InQ InX, 0.274 0.498 0.55 0.583
Z, 0.095 0.075 1.267 0.208
Z, 0 0.005 -0.004 0.997
Z, 0.029 0.078 0.365 0.716
G 0.800** 0.393 2.034 0.044
MEE 118
R? 0.884
AL T E 0.088
R 1.214
e SN FREIRZE, ***p <0.01, **p < 0.05, *p < 0.1,
HH# 6 Af LA H
=L

MRAE P 157 3 RN L BRI 2 N I

@© FFENIHENRIFRIE T o FEAR TR S A g R b, SF SR RO IE, BT
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@ BARWRHERNMFAE DT AEBCRA LSRR, TR HSERHRN R oy IE, A
T GUTMBIAR T SR AN 1%, SO ER N 0.272%; HAERA R R, XU H TR
FYEGEMAE T B AN A Bl a1k

@ BN RFNE ST AR RE T, BRI  H O IE, BART S, RRE
N 1%, BOEER N 0.72%; HAERA b+ 82, XM ULE H Al LR 8 AR BOR A B T IREE TR
AN, 3 B S P AL G

@ [FAFE, ZIRMBRERR TR AR, B FEAR B KBRS 1, WS L
T EERCRAE P AR Y 0.9989, K IIZRAE B MR AR AE 0.851, U WA R AE P 2 E 1)
R ZIE IR, 3 KBCR AR A T A U RCR S v

4.2. RPEFHFREFORIRER S

IR, MRS LR OB AT AR 7 2 BEM™ a2 OB RCR A, BT SRR SR E ROR A

1) MBS RECM LS R FEAHER MM AIREAL R oL R, R bk, BORK A~ 2R
FHE R ESr )0y 1.346. 1.074, 1.214, BIRT 1, SR RA. bk AR A 7 778 I B U Rk 2
XUHIFEIA BORACE AR, B0 AR R 28 B IR AT E — e R P L SR 2 B2 b ™ e .

2) MRIARTEAT L TEART i 227 RSN o A RO BRI AR AL TR EL Dy, 29900, AT B
FPEXS FRA BRI, AR MG R 7 AP O e DR N, e m AR i a i e
RAAE SRR B, R AR RN B2 AT DL I e it 1 228 PR - e 4R a4, 7 KR
UL, BEINAC P B MR 28 (7

3) HG A C-D A7 R S M R T S AT LUR HY . AR RO ks AR IR R 4 5
DU S, X5 IR R B B AE R AT a8 — B, R AN T R B MR AR 2R 1
AACIEEAR, UtH] 1 ot e RCR T ROEA — e A

5. &g

1) M DEA #AZURFTLIE M, ARE R, bk BRI I ER G AR EHER, RiBH
URES, BERCEMCRA R, BN HREA RS, ZRE MRS R B iR B, s B A
P AR T AR

2) TSNS EFA PR EZAE, (HEER T KA bk, BORSELF MR A s
TR MRAR AL bk OSSR EmONIE, HREWRRRL LUR R . i, FEA XK
JHEE G RGN 22 )2 MR B AR S BN RO N S kS A, BRI, W] DA SN B R SETH DR

3) WARFTRA, Bk BRORAEF MBS e R EORE , FHEIRT 1, W] H AT AR B AR 25k
PR — E R T

4) WAHRBERL M aE KT LA, B AR T ARHB AT R AR A 7 A BRI, PR R
KA B Rt , ML &, WU MR SUROREN, #fEMERALE, Rk,
KA EF IR G o AHEX TR AARCROR U, MRt AR AL RO AN, R e s
LSS piini 2TV

ASCHEM AR TEALAR PR N L C-D A7 sz b, WA BT AT T ik, R 525t
NP LRI AR, X H L C-D A7 BR B FE IR D i et s RAEWF T 5% B —E )
Q. 78 C-D 27 BAU LAt b, 32 I Sk R RCR I TS50, IFRET T 9GIERE AL, XA T
(K — AT .
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